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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 27-36 have been considered but 
are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

The Examiner has fully considered the applicant's argument regarding the method by 
which the previously cited prior art was used in rejecting the claim limitation. 

Consequently, based on the newly cited prior art and the Examiner's broadest, 
most reasonable interpretation of the claimed language, the claims, per the below Office 
Action, stand fully rejected based on the newly cited prior art. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1 . Claims 27-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kennedy et al. (U.S. Patent Publication Number 2006/01 1 1 124 A1) in view ofVallstrom 
et al. (U.S. Patent Publication Number 20040192352 A1). 
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Regarding claims 27, 30, 32 and 35, Kennedy et al. discloses a method of enabling a 
mobile station in a wireless network to originate or receive a call during a mobile 
terminating location request (see first line of paragraph [0041]), comprising: 

• initiating a mobile terminating location request, wherein the PDE determines the 
location of the call requesting mobile terminal. The PDE is considered as an 
external location determining entity; therefore, constitutes as a MT-LR. See 
paragraph [0041]. 

However, although Kennedy et al. discloses the method of setting up a call and 
determining the location of the caller simultaneously, Kennedy et al. fails to clearly 
disclose of sending a network command to the mobile station during processing of the 
mobile terminating location request. 

Vallstrom et al. teaches in FIGURE 3A wherein during a said MT-LR, a DTAP, 
which reads on claimed "network command," is sent during the processing of the MT- 
LR. 

Therefore, at the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skilled in the art to modify the teachings of Kennedy et al. in view of Vallstrom 
et al. in order to provide a system that is capable of processing a call request and a 
location determination process simultaneously by sending a DTAP to the said mobile 
station. 

Regarding claims 28 and 33, as the combination of Kennedy et al. and Vallstrom et al. 
are made, the combination according to claims 27 and 32, the combination continues 
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to disclose wherein sending a said DTAP to the mobile station (tracking device) 
immediately following the mobile terminating location request. See Vallstrom et al. 
FIGURE 3A. 

Therefore, at the time of the invention it would have been' obvious to a person of 
ordinary skilled in the art to modify the teachings of Kennedy et al. in view of Vallstrom 
et al. in order to provide a system that is capable of processing a call request and a 
location determination process simultaneously by sending a DTAP to the said mobile 
station. 

Regarding claims 29, 31, 34 and 36, as the combination of Kennedy et al. and 
Vallstrom et al. are made, the combination according to claims 27, 30, 32 and 35, 
continue to disclose wherein sending a network command to the mobile comprises 
sending a direct transfer application part message. See Vallstrom et al. FIGURE 3A. 

Therefore, at the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skilled in the art to modify the teachings of Kennedy et al. in view of Vallstrom 
et al. in order to provide a system that is capable of processing a call request and a 
location determination process simultaneously by sending a DTAP to the said mobile 
station. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Randy Peaches whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7914. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Joseph H. Feild can be reached on (571) 272-4090. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Randy Peaches 




